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in which the Western world actually 
shares communism’s materialist vi-
sion, is so dazzled by the logic of the 
materialist interpretation of history, 
politics, and economics, that it fails to 
grasp that, for it, the only possible an-
swer to the Communist challenge is to 
choose either faith in God or faith in 
man.’’ 

Well, what Lenin had to say about 
that issue, he said, ‘‘Every religious 
idea of God, even flirting with the idea 
of God, is unutterable vileness.’’ And 
that came after Dostoyevsky analyzed 
what this crazy guy named Marx had to 
say. And Dostoyevsky took great issue 
with it. And at one point, he said: ‘‘The 
problem’’—Dostoyevsky—‘‘The prob-
lem of communism is not an economic 
problem.’’ Of course, some of us know 
it is an economic problem. But his 
point is it is not the biggest problem. 

He said, ‘‘The problem of communism 
is the problem of atheism.’’ 

And back during the summer I was 
an exchange student to the real Soviet 
Union in the seventies, it was nause-
ating to walk into a church, and where 
you would have seen a gorgeous stained 
glass window of Jesus—I remember one 
came in, and I have seen a picture de-
picting Jesus surrounded by the chil-
dren where he—the quote was: ‘‘Suffer 
the little children to come unto me,’’ 
except it was Lenin sitting there with 
the children around him. They had de-
stroyed the stained glass window of 
Jesus and had Lenin; which goes back 
to what Dostoyevsky had to say, the 
problem of communism, socialism, pro-
gressivism, the big problem is ulti-
mately government has got to be God; 
and that doesn’t work out well. 

Natan Sharansky, an amazing man, 
he said: ‘‘A lack of moral clarity . . . is 
why people living in free societies can-
not distinguish between religious fun-
damentalists in democratic states and 
religious terrorists in fundamentalist 
states. That is why people living in free 
societies can come to see their fellow 
citizens as their enemy and foreign dic-
tators as their friends.’’ A lack of 
moral clarity. And that is not being 
taught in too many of our schools. 

Ronald Reagan told the Alabama 
Legislature in 1982: ‘‘To those who cite 
the First Amendment as reason for ex-
cluding God from more and more of our 
institutions and everyday life, may I 
just say: The First Amendment of the 
Constitution was not written to pro-
tect the people of this country from re-
ligious values; it was written to pro-
tect religious values from government 
tyranny.’’ 

John Adams said, ‘‘The general prin-
ciples on which the Fathers achieved 
independence were the general prin-
ciples of Christianity.’’ He wrote this 
to Thomas Jefferson toward the end of 
his life. 

Adams said, ‘‘I will avow, that I then 
believed, and now believe, that those 
general principles of Christianity are 
as eternal and immutable, as the exist-
ence and attributes of God.’’ 

And I have gotten mail before saying, 
How dare you bring these things up on 

the House floor? Because people are not 
taught our history. The fact is, the 
Bible has been quoted more times— 
many, many times more than any 
other book throughout our history, but 
it is quoted less and less these days. We 
have got our work cut out for us. 

But it appears the Supreme Court is 
starting to understand, for them to be-
come oligarchs, monarchs, and rule 
from Mt. Olympus across the street 
here, is not the best way to decide 
things better left for the legislature, 
after a great debate. And that is what 
we need to do. 

And we really need to look at what is 
different now than when we didn’t have 
mass shootings like we do now. And I 
think we will come to the things that 
Natan Sharansky, Whitaker Chambers, 
Dostoyevsky, John Adams, Ronald 
Reagan, and so many of our founders 
understood. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

SAVING SOCIAL SECURITY AND 
MEDICARE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
SCHWEIKERT) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Madam Speaker, 
I appreciate you and the staff’s pa-
tience as I am racing up the elevator. 

We are going to do something that is 
new to me today. And please wave at 
me if I start machine gun speaking. 

And I have gotten teased about it a 
bit, so this week, I got to become the 
ranking member for the Republicans, 
that is sort of the senior Republican 
over Social Security in the Ways and 
Means Committee. And it is an area I 
have had a fascination with since I got 
here because, you know, it is $1 trillion 
a year, and it is running out of money. 

So, the last few times I have come 
behind these microphones, I have 
turned to my brothers and sisters on 
the left and begged them to stop doing 
what they are doing because we have 
showed board after board after board 
after board of how many people they 
are hurting, the working poor, the 
poor, the working middle class. It is 
just being destroyed by Democrat poli-
cies. 

And I appreciate the virtue signaling. 
I understand maybe for many of them 
they didn’t understand the most basic 
economics of what inflation was going 
to do and crushing people. 

But now, all of a sudden, I have the 
responsibility—I take this really seri-
ously. How do you save Medicare? How 
do you save Social Security? 

And it is not a game, and it is not 
just little adjustments here. You talk 
to groups, even fellow Members, and 
they somehow think a little adjust-
ment here, waste and fraud. A little ad-
justment here. We are talking trillions. 

Remember, our best math right now 
is functionally, over the next 30 years, 
just Social Security and just Medicare, 

when you add them together, and then 
the financing costs, are close to $120 
trillion short. So functionally, every 
dime of future debt is the shortfall of 
Medicare and Social Security. 

It is demographics. We got old. At 
the end of this decade, 22 percent of us 
are 65 and older. A country like Japan, 
it is 30 percent. Japan has dramatically 
higher savings rates. 

At the end of this decade, 22 percent 
of our neighbors will be 65 or older. 
And we functionally have nothing set 
aside for that. 

Medicare is moving to being 100 per-
cent general fund. The Medicare trust 
fund, the part A, the hospital portion, 
we got a good number a couple of days 
ago, so now it is gone in about 5 years. 
And we have no idea how we replace 
that because the model right now, as it 
is written in statute, is hey, just stop 
paying doctors and hospitals. That is 
going to work really well, isn’t it? 

And we will see here, the actuarial 
report for Social Security got extended 
out a bit. But functionally, in a decade, 
our parents, our grandma and grandpa, 
the model is at this moment, 27 percent 
cut. And that isn’t the true story. It is 
much, much, much darker. 

And I am going to do my very best 
here. And look, I have got to be honest; 
I am only partially through starting to 
dig through the numbers that Keith 
handed me, and we are trying to under-
stand the Medicare actuaries and the 
Social Security actuaries. They just 
published their report, but it is based 
on data that may be as much as a year 
out of date. They have missed much of 
the inflation cycle so—one of the 
benchmarks was February this year. 
Well, think about what has happened 
to inflation since then. 

And I am going to do my best right 
now to present the cruelty, just the 
cruelty of what the left has done to the 
poor, but particularly to the elderly 
poor. 

And once again, I will give them 
credit. I don’t think it was meant, but 
there is a misunderstanding here of 
what inflation does, because it is not 
just today. It is not just this year. 

We are trying to build a model here 
of how many of our brothers and sisters 
who are older at the end of this decade 
are going to be living in poverty be-
cause of what this place did this last 
year. 

So my best model right now is about 
22 percent of our brothers and sisters 
who are 65 and over are living in pov-
erty today. And it is a back of the nap-
kin math, and I may be wrong. God, I 
hope I am wrong. 

But if inflation stays substantially 
above the mean for a few more years, it 
is going to be a third of our retirees 
who are going to be living in poverty. 
This is what they did. 

And so, in past weeks I have come be-
hind the mike and said, here are ideas 
to knock down inflation. If inflation is 
too many dollars chasing too few 
goods, let’s make more goods. 
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Right now, it is the passive approach. 
We had Janet Yellen in front of the 
Ways and Means Committee yesterday, 
and it is basically: Well, we are going 
to let the Federal Reserve jack up in-
terest rates, put a bunch of people out 
of work. We are just going to raise the 
misery, but it is their problem. It has 
nothing to do with the crappy eco-
nomic policies that have been pushed 
through this body. 

How about some things the left and 
the right could agree upon? Instead of 
just spending trillions and trillions of 
dollars, how about incentives and 
mechanisms to create productivity be-
cause when you make more stuff, that 
is the most elegant way to knock down 
inflation. Of course, that would mean 
for our brothers and sisters on the 
Democrat side to accept something 
called supply-side economics. 

First, we need a little bit of a ref-
erence here. These numbers are almost 
2 years out of date because we haven’t 
gotten a CBO updated number yet, 
which I believe should have already 
happened. Projected 2051, so that is ba-
sically 29 years from now. 

Outlays as a percentage of GDP—this 
is policy. This should be driving every 
bit of policy around here. We chase 
shiny objects all day long, but we are 
basically saying, hey, Social Security 
and Medicare, the dedicated revenues, 
the revenues we expect to be getting in 
over that 29 years are going to be about 
6 percent of GDP. Outlays will almost 
be 21 percent of GDP. The rest of the 
budget, revenues actually exceed out-
lays. 

Once again, we have to get this 
through our heads. Medicare, Social 
Security, the baseline from a couple of 
years ago was $112 trillion. My math 
says it is about $120 trillion of bor-
rowing. The rest of the budget is in bal-
ance. 

Why isn’t this what we talk about 
every single day? Don’t we care about 
the 22 percent of our brothers and sis-
ters who are going to be 65 or older by 
the end of this decade? Do we have not 
a moral, an ethical, an economic obli-
gation to fix a system that is col-
lapsing and has been collapsing for 
years? 

You have all heard the saying that it 
is the third rail. I have been teased by 
some of my colleagues here. 
‘‘Schweikert, you are an idiot,’’ which 
may be absolutely true. ‘‘Your willing-
ness to take on Social Security, have 
you decided to end your political ca-
reer?’’ 

You can’t get in front of microphones 
and tell people the truth about the 
math. They don’t want to hear that. 
They have been lied to for decades, and 
they believe the lies because the lies 
are comfortable. You can’t show them 
the slides of what is actually about to 
happen. 

Yet, how do you fix something unless 
you admit there is a problem? This 
place is like an alcoholic who is unwill-
ing to take that first step at their 12- 

step meeting, admit they have a prob-
lem. If this board doesn’t tell you the 
problem, I don’t know what will. 

This board is 2 years old. Once again, 
I don’t have an updated number from 
CBO. This shows $112 trillion of bor-
rowing solely from Social Security and 
Medicare. Obviously, Medicare is func-
tionally three-quarters of the problem. 
Social Security is a quarter of the 
problem. But that is $112 trillion, 2- 
year-old number, my current number, 
$120 trillion of borrowing in today’s 
dollars, so inflation baseline dollars. 
The inflation that has exploded in the 
last year because of Democrat fiscal 
policies makes these numbers much 
uglier. 

Just as a reference to understand 
why I am so concerned and why I am 
mad this place isn’t on fire with almost 
a level of panic over these numbers, 
when you see this scale of debt, in a 
couple of decades, if the mean bor-
rowing cost is 2 points higher, in about 
20, 25 years, every dime of tax reve-
nues, tax receipts, every dime is just 
the interest cost. 

Do you get that? Do you realize the 
level of fragility we have given to this 
country? Do you care about people, 
care about kids? Do you care about 
seniors? Then this should be the fixa-
tion because this is real math. Unless 
somehow the Democrats have come up 
with a way to repeal the laws of mathe-
matics, this is what we are up against. 

Yes, you will be booed when you get 
up in front of an audience and say: 
‘‘Hey, do you realize with Social Secu-
rity, in about a decade, you will get 
about a 27 percent cut? That is not 
even calculating the dramatic increase 
in your Medicare portion of your pre-
miums that for many seniors will eat 
up every dime of their Social Security 
check.’’ 

This is real. It is the biggest thing 
going on in our country at this mo-
ment, but it is like a slow-moving ava-
lanche coming at us. It is going to wipe 
us out, but it is not here yet, so let’s 
worry about something else. 

Just to emphasize a little bit, Medi-
care faces a $78 trillion cash shortfall 
over the next—and this is now 29 years, 
and the number is worse now. Once 
again, I just haven’t gotten an update 
because these are ‘21 numbers. We 
should already be starting to project 
the ‘22 and ‘23 numbers. But do you see 
that? 

We have about $20 trillion coming in 
in payroll taxes and almost $98 trillion 
in projected expenditures, and this is 
before the inflation cycle. Medical in-
flation, baseline inflation, is going to 
drive these numbers up dramatically. 

Maybe this is too much of a current 
snapshot, but you are starting to see it. 
Everyone just got—if you are on Medi-
care, you just saw it, or you just got it. 
Functionally, your healthcare costs 
just bounced up for part B $250 a per-
son, $500 a couple. The dirty number is 
that that is not even close to what is 
coming. That is what you just got. You 
are going, whoa, it went up $500. But 

functionally, 2 years from now, we may 
get as much as an 8 percent COLA be-
cause, remember, the COLA adjust-
ment on Social Security is about 24 
months behind. It takes that long to 
get the calculations. 

A community like mine—I represent 
the Phoenix-Scottsdale area—has the 
highest inflation in the Nation. My 
area is over 11 percent inflation. But 
they will do a national mean, which 
will probably be closer to 8-something, 
and you are not going to get that for a 
couple of years. You are going to get 3- 
plus, 31⁄2-plus this year. You are going 
to get to live poorer, substantially 
poorer, for the next couple of years, 
and the COLA is not going to keep up. 

The basket that is used to calculate 
doesn’t keep up, and it has already 
begun. The eating up of how you sur-
vive in retirement has already begun. 
The money is disappearing. We are 
working on this. This is a work in 
progress. 

This is a dangerous speech for me to 
be giving because I am going to anger 
a number of people who don’t want to 
know the truth. I am going to anger a 
bunch of my brother and sister Mem-
bers here who are terrified their voters 
find out. 

The fact of the matter is, I will be 
back in a couple of weeks revising 
these numbers, but this is from some of 
the best literature we found when I 
found out I was going to be taking on 
the responsibility over Social Security. 

What this board is basically saying is 
this is your cost. If you are 65 years old 
today, and you are stepping into retire-
ment, we expect your out-of-pocket to 
have gone up about $85,000. It is an as-
sumption that healthcare inflation re-
mains at 1.5 percent over the Consumer 
Price Index for 2 years. This is the 
change you get if it is 2 years. 

The problem is my Joint Economic 
Committee is saying the structure of 
inflation may be with us for a decade. 
Now, it may not be running at like my 
neighborhood, 11 percent, or your 
neighborhood, probably 8 percent, for 
another 7 to 10 years, but it is going to 
be higher than normal. We are having 
to rebuild all of our models. 

What does this mean, though, if it is 
just for 2 years? If you are 45 years old, 
the change in your cost when you hit 
retirement that you are going to have 
to be contributing to the healthcare 
portion—so you get your Social Secu-
rity check, the portion that is put off 
for the healthcare, for Medicare. You 
are 45 years old; just these 2 years of 
the above inflation. It is a quarter mil-
lion dollars, and that is out of your 
pocket. 

We keep talking about, well, here are 
your fuel prices today. Fine. Be out-
raged about that. You should be. But 
understand the cascade effect, that we 
are going to drive so many people into 
poverty through the rest of this decade 
and at the end of this decade, and this 
place is silent. 

We are just silent on the damage we 
are doing to people’s survival because 
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the shiny object is what is at the gas 
pump right now. You should be en-
raged. The economic devastation, the 
misery the left has foisted on this 
country—and I am sorry. I am being a 
bit of a jerk, but they did it, and they 
were warned. 

They were warned by my kind. Well, 
they were warned by my kind, but they 
were warned by their own economists. 
Yes, they have about a dozen econo-
mists that said, go ahead and spend the 
trillions. It won’t make a difference. 
Please stop listening to them. 

But you did have a number of your 
leftist economists who said: Don’t do 
this. You are going to hurt people. But 
it buys us votes, and they did it. Con-
gratulations. 

This is your future, and this is only if 
the increased inflation lasts for 2 
years. What if my model is correct, and 
it lasts throughout the decade? 

This isn’t my math. This is some lit-
erature we are finding out there. We 
haven’t had time to break it down and 
do our best vetting, but these all came 
from big boy researchers, well re-
spected. This is a little hard to get our 
heads around, but we are going to do 
our best here. 

Short-term healthcare inflation can 
have devastating retirement con-
sequences. What they are saying is 
with the spike today in healthcare 
costs, you turn 65, you start getting 
your Medicare, you start getting your 
Social Security, the change in cost you 
have for the next 20 years is in these 
numbers. 

They are basically trying to say, 
what happens if you are 65, you have 1 
year of the current medical inflation, 
and this is underestimating it. The lat-
est number I had as of this week was in 
the high 16s for healthcare inflation. 
This one is 15.8. 

But just the increase in your 
healthcare cash; this isn’t your Medi-
care payment. This is cash coming out 
of your Social Security check, out of 
your bank account. So, you are 65. It is 
going to be an additional $72,000. 

But if you are 45 today, and this in-
creased inflation is only for 2 years, it 
is $434,000 of additional spending you 
need to be prepared for in your retire-
ment. This is the math. 

Just a little bit of healthcare infla-
tion today. So if the baseline is 8.3— 
that is my prediction for tomorrow’s 
May number. We will see how accurate 
I am. Healthcare is almost double the 
baseline inflation. 

If it ran at that for 2 years and then 
went back to the mean, and you are 45 
years old today, so you retire 20 some 
years from now, the change in the 
baseline of your future cost is now ap-
proaching a half million dollars. Well, 
in this case, $434,000. Let’s be a little 
more accurate. 

Is anyone here talking about this? 
How many people, with the savings you 
have right now, with just trying to sur-
vive buying that tank of gas today, are 
going to be able to save enough money 
for future expenses? That Social Secu-

rity check you have basically dis-
appears, shrinks away, because you are 
now having to deal with the infla-
tionary costs. 

That is why my back of the napkin 
math or back of the envelope math, if 
I can use the colloquialism, is starting 
to say, oh, my God, I hope my math is 
wrong. But where this is going right 
now, I think we are heading toward 
about a third of our retirees being in 
poverty in a decade. 

Remember, Social Security was an 
antipoverty program. But, once again, 
crappy public policy here by the left, 
and this is the decades and decades of 
future misery they brought to us. Does 
anyone on the other side own a calcu-
lator or actually showed up at their ec-
onomics class? 

b 1315 

Social Security income functionally 
gets erased by rising healthcare costs. 
Now, this is what brought me to do this 
on the floor. This last weekend, I had 
inklings I was going to get the respon-
sibility over Social Security for the 
Republicans, and so I don’t sleep well. 
The only way I fall asleep often is I sit 
up and read, and I try to read stuff that 
is actually important to this job. 

I came across this article that didn’t 
have good math in it, but it was func-
tionally alluding that the healthcare 
inflation—and this is beyond just all 
the other inflation of just trying to 
buy food and pay for your rent and ev-
erything else, just healthcare infla-
tion—was going to destroy, was going 
to consume many, many, many seniors’ 
entire Social Security check. 

I don’t get credit for this. My staff 
actually found this. But let’s actually 
go back to our 45-year-old, this bottom 
line. This is for a couple—because they 
found this on someone else’s literature, 
so I can’t take credit for the math. A 
couple, they are going to get about 
$1.153 million, $1,153,000 in Social Secu-
rity benefits when that 45-year-old cou-
ple basically enters their Social Secu-
rity benefits. 

Okay. But with the inflation that has 
been built in—and this is, I think, only 
a couple years of inflation, but the cal-
culation over 20 years, with the change 
of inflation, so they are going to get 
$1,153,000 of Social Security benefits, 
but they are going to spend function-
ally out of their pocket $1,543,000 in 
healthcare costs, and that is with 
Medicare. 

Does anyone see a problem? 
So you start looking at the lifetime 

retirement healthcare costs when it is 
1.8. Based on cost projection, two years 
of inflation cost projection, function-
ally their healthcare costs in this 
model are 156 percent. So every dime of 
their Social Security check, plus an-
other 56 percent that they are going to 
have to find other resources to pay for, 
just to cover their healthcare because 
of inflation. 

The couple that turns 65 today—or 
actually a month or so ago when this 
calculation was done. Remember, this 

calculation under calculates inflation. 
This was done almost back in February 
with those numbers, and inflation 
turned out to be much worse. That cou-
ple, as a mean across the country, is 
going to get about $968,000 in Social Se-
curity benefits over what we calculate 
as the average mortality numbers life-
time. Seventy-one percent of their So-
cial Security income is going to 
healthcare costs driven by, substan-
tially driven by this increase in infla-
tion. 

So if anyone is listening right now, 
God, I hope I am wrong. Start saving 
every dime you can because this gov-
ernment’s Democrat policies from this 
last 2 years have absolutely screwed 
you over. We are going to spend the 
rest of the decade fixing the damage 
that was done in the last 15 months. 
The math is the math. 

If I am being hyperbolic, I am doing 
it because it is important. I don’t want 
to live in a country where a third of 
my seniors are in poverty because of a 
decision they made a year ago. 

This is the actuarial report on Social 
Security and Medicare when the trust 
funds are gone, and there is a problem 
with their math, and that is it was 
done on February’s baseline. Inflation 
is dramatically higher than what we 
thought the February baseline was. 
Now, the economists are saying it is 
going to last much longer, meaning 
these dates are going to erode. 

But functionally, you are 66 months, 
according to the actuary report, and 
Medicare part A, the hospital portion, 
is gone. So functionally, you go into 
your hospital, and your doctor doesn’t 
get paid to see you. How is that going 
to work out? Seriously, who is going to 
pay? 

The new number is about 150 months 
for Social Security. I think that is 
wildly optimistic in this inflationary 
time. But the baseline model, how are 
you going to do it? Do you plan to live 
for another 10 years? Okay. Whether in 
those 10 years you are on Social Secu-
rity or you are heading into retire-
ment, are you prepared to have not 25, 
but 27 percent of your Social Security 
check disappear? At the same time, I 
am showing you charts saying, hey, 
you are 65 today. Because of medical 
inflation—if it lasts where we are at, 2 
years—76 percent of your Social Secu-
rity money is going to healthcare 
costs, and we are also then going to 
reach over and reduce your Social Se-
curity check by 27 percent. 

Does anyone else see a problem com-
ing? 

This place doesn’t own a calculator, 
and yet as I used to get teased when I 
was a child, the math always wins. But 
this place will avoid the math because 
it is hard. It is the sort of thing that 
gets you unelected. It is the sort of 
thing that makes your voters mad. 

It is your absolute moral obligation 
to fix these programs without lying. 

In a future presentation, I am going 
to come back here, and I am going to 
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also overlay the private pension sys-
tems, the multi-employer pension sys-
tems, all the other shortfalls, and if 
any Member here uses the words ‘‘re-
tirement security’’ and isn’t bathing in 
fixing these numbers, they should be 
ashamed of themselves. 

Madam Speaker, I apologize for the 
amount of caffeine I have had today, 
but I am not here to be hyperbolic. I 
am here to beg of this place to stop 
chasing the daily shiny object that 
may get us some press, get us a few 
minutes on cable television. This is the 
hard work we are elected to fix, and it 
is also our moral obligation to save the 
future. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

REALITY TV PROGRAMMING 
TONIGHT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, reality 
TV. I think most of us are familiar 
with reality TV. You are going to see 
some of that tonight. Now, when re-
ality TV first started, people watched 
that, they were enthusiastic about it, 
maybe a little intoxicated at times. 

I don’t know how many shows you 
had to watch. I don’t know how many 
iterations you had to watch, Madam 
Speaker, before you figured out, well, 
this really isn’t reality. This isn’t even 
real, right? The drama was contrived, 
the relationships made up. I suppose it 
was all to make you feel better about 
your own life, watching the crazy, un-
hinged existence of these aberrant 
things on TV. 

Ladies and gentlemen, you are going 
to see some more reality TV tonight, 
on this January 6th alleged committee. 
I call it an alleged committee because 
it is not really a committee. There is 
no minority. There is no minority on 
the committee. I know because I am in 
the minority. When you have a com-
mittee basis, you have the majority, 
they pick their members, and the mi-
nority picks their members. But when 
the majority picks members for the 
minority, they are the majority. It is 
all one side. What you are going to 
hear is a one-sided tale. 

Madam Speaker, this is not a court 
of law, but it is kind of like trying to 
be one in front of the public, trying to 
act like it is a court of law for the pub-
lic to decide. It is a show trial. This is 
a Soviet-style show trial. 

Unfortunately, there are huge things 
happening in people’s lives right now. 
They are paying the highest prices 
they have ever paid to drive back and 
forth to work or to daycare or to get 
their kids to school or if they can even 
afford a vacation. If you have got a 
small child, you are worrying every 
day, am I going to be able to get for-
mula to feed my child? Of course, we 
have got this border crisis, cost of liv-

ing, supply chain, all that stuff, and we 
are spending millions of dollars. 

This should actually be a campaign 
contribution to my friends on the left. 
The FEC should make them file a re-
port. Millions and millions of taxpayer 
dollars for a show trial, a Soviet-style 
charade. 

How do we know? We know so many 
ways. We know in so many ways. Like 
I said, we are going to get one side of 
a story. The outcome has already been 
determined, Madam Speaker, by the 
people on this so-called committee. 
They issued subpoenas. But they didn’t 
tell the people they issued the sub-
poenas to; they told the press. Does 
that sound like how things normally go 
in a court of law where due process is 
happening? 

But this isn’t a court of law. You are 
just supposed to believe it is one. You 
are also supposed to believe there is 
due process. But there isn’t. You are 
supposed to believe that this is seeking 
the truth, that this is seeking some 
kind of justice, that this is a fact-find-
ing mission for which the legislature 
will then promulgate laws to make 
sure that mistakes made in the past 
never happen again. 

Ladies and gentlemen, it couldn’t be 
further from the truth. 

How do I know? How do you know? 
Because these folks have hired the pro-
ducer from ABC for this prime time 
show. We could be having this alleged 
hearing right now. I am here right now. 
My colleagues are here right now. 
Madam Speaker, you are in the chair 
right now, but this is being delayed 
until prime time with a TV producer, 
because it is a show. That is all it is. 

These are the same folks that if you 
want to call it evidence, they took 
somebody’s text message, and they 
changed it to say what they wanted it 
to say. If it is evidence, they just tam-
pered with evidence. 

Madam Speaker, this is an abomina-
tion. This is an outrage. This is an af-
front to our American Republic and to 
the order and the rule of law and to 
justice. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. BIGGS), my 
good friend, for some comments about 
what is going to happen, what you are 
going to see tonight. 

Mr. BIGGS. Madam Speaker, it is my 
pleasure to take a few minutes. 

The first point I will talk about, the 
most fundamental aspect that this 
needs to be contextualized with is that 
the Democrats have basically cor-
rupted every institution in America, 
not the least of which is this institu-
tion, not the least of which are the 
committees and the roles of commit-
tees. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
said this is a show trial. He is exactly 
right. This is designed for television. It 
is not designed to find truth. It is not 
designed to say, let’s come up with a 
legitimate legislative purpose, which is 
what the Supreme Court says you have 
to have if you are going to have a sub-

poena in the first place. You have to 
have a legitimate purpose. They don’t 
have any. 

So these are the same folks that sit 
on this committee, that are running 
this committee. Don’t forget, they ran 
the two sham impeachments. The last 
sham impeachment was such a debacle, 
such an embarrassment to our institu-
tions and the Constitution that the 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
said, I am not going to show up. 

So who do we have and what do we 
see? Well, they are not going to talk 
about tonight that four witnesses—four 
witnesses have testified under oath 
that 4 days before January 6, President 
Trump authorized up to 20,000 National 
Guard troops. Why won’t they present 
that? Because it is indicia of what we 
would call in law the mens rea or cul-
pability, your state of mind. And the 
state of mind said, we have to protect 
the Capitol. 
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What that means is there is no inten-
tion to incite. There is no intention to 
cause harm. But you are not going to 
hear about that, even though that has 
been testified to four different times. 

The FBI has indicated pretty clearly 
that there was no collusion by Presi-
dent Trump to incite a riot on January 
6. In fact, no collusion by President 
Trump or by any Member of Congress. 

In fact, FBI Director, Christopher 
Wray, testified in the Committee on 
the Judiciary that he could not call 
what happened there an insurrection. 
But that is not what you are going to 
hear from the Democrats because they 
love that term, because they are all 
about hyperbole. 

How about our former colleague, 
Denver Riggleman, a former Repub-
lican working for this committee? 
What did he say? Just the other day, he 
said: ‘‘There is no smoking gun indi-
cating that President Trump planned 
for the U.S. Capitol to be overrun by 
his supporters.’’ But you are not going 
to hear that because this is—as they 
have accidentally said a couple of 
times—not about finding the truth but 
about narrative-building, and dis-
tracting the American public from the 
disaster that the Biden administration, 
Speaker PELOSI and her Democrats in 
the House, CHUCK SCHUMER and his 
Democrats in the Senate, has per-
petrated, has foisted upon the Amer-
ican people. 

So you know what the Democrats 
want? They don’t want us talking 
about: It costs me 85, 90 bucks to fill up 
my car with gas. 

They don’t want you talking about 
that. 

They don’t want you talking about: 
Hey, the size of that pack of tortillas 
that I just bought last week before it 
came out, they used to look like the 
regular corn tortillas. Now they look 
like mini tortillas. Same price, the 
same packaging. 

They don’t want you talking about 
that. 
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